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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of tlie following informalities: 

a. Reference to the claims on pages 2 and 3 is improper within the 
specification. 

b. On page 4, line 7 of the first full paragraph, reference character 4 following 
the phrase "base container" should be 3. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 , 4, and 8 are objected to because of the following infomnalities: 

a. In regards to claims 1 and 8, the "valuables case" term should be used 
throughout the claims, not "valuables container^ as found in line 7 of claim 1 and 
line 3 of claim 8. 

b. In regards to claim 4, the phrase "a vibration generator" should read "the 
vibration generator" since the vibration generator is disclosed in claim 1. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 2 and 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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5. Claim 2 recites the limitation "the walls" in line 4 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Furthermore, in regards to 
claim 2. it is not clear what is being claimed in lines 3 and 4 of the claim. Specifically, 
the term "form" in regards to the configuration of the at least one holding chamber is 
unclear. Also, in line 5 of the claim, the phrase "at least one or one of the holding 
chambers" is in the alternative, and will be considered as at least one until further 
clarification from applicant. For examination purposes, claim 2 will be examined as best 
understood until further clarification from applicant. 

6. Claim 5 recites the limitation "the sensor element" in line 3 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claim 6 recites the limitation "piezoactuator" in line 2 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 7 recites the limitation "piezofilm" in line 2 of the claim, "entire wall 
structure" in lines 2 and 3, and "functional areas" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. Furthermore, it is unclear what is 
being claimed in the phrase "apart from the functional areas for authorized securities 
withdrawal" since there is no antecedent basis for the function al areas, and since it is 
unclear what portion of applicant's device is denoted as the functional areas. For 
examination purposes, claim 7 will be given a broad interpretation until further 
clarification from applicant. 

9. Claim 8 recites the limitation "the walls" in line 2 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 102 

1 0. The following is a quotation of tlie appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

1 1 . Claims 1 , 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Lindsl<og (US-6564726). 

12. In regards to claim 1, Lindsl<og discloses a valuables case (Figure 2) having an 
interior (inside portion with banknotes, Figure 10 for holding securities (Col. 2. lines 47- 
57) having a safety device 10 including at least one holding chamber 60 for a liquid 61. 
particularly an ink (Col. 3, line 65-Col. 4, line 3), and a measuring and triggering device 
(Figure 9) for registering at least one parameter of the valuables case and for triggering 
release of the liquid from the holding chamber Into the valuable container on the basis 
of the measured parameter (Col. 4, lines 54-60). Lindskog further discloses that the 
case includes at least one vibration generator associated with the safety device 
(vibration created by explosion or other forced entry on case including the holding 
chamber within the case, Col. 4, lines 54-60) generating vibrations in the liquid in the at 
least one holding chamber, and that the measuring and triggering device is designed to 
resister at leas one vibration parameter and to release the liquid from the holding 
chamber into the Interior on the basis of the measured vibration parameter (Col. 4. lines 
54-60). 
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1 3. In regards to claim 8, Lindskog discloses at least one wall of the valuables case 
being in the form of a double wall (double wall stmcture created by wall near reference 
character 3 and wall near reference character 12, Figure 2) which forms an interior 
cavity for holding the liquid (cavity created having holding chamber, Figure 2). 

14. In regards to claim 9, Lindskog discloses that the valuables case has a base 
container 2 and a lid 3 sealing the base container (Figure 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claim 2 is rejected (as best understood) under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lindskog (US-6564726) In view of Hanausek (DE 399790 C). 

1 7. In regards to claim 2, Lindskog discloses the valuables case as applied to claim 
1 above, but fails to disclose that a holding chamber could be located on all sides of the 
housing. Hanausek teaches a valuables case (Figure 3) having a holding chamber 3, 4, 
5, 6 on each wall of the case (Figure 3). Since the inclusion of a holding chamber on 
each wail of the valuables case disclosed by Lindskog would not affect the safety 
device's ability to release the liquid, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to place more holding chambers in the 
case in order to enhance the security of the case, and since it has been held that mere 
duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. 
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18. Claims 3 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lindsl<og (US-6564726). 

19. In regards to claim 3, although Lindskog does not specifically disclose that the 
measuring and triggering device, as discussed above, has a measuring and control 
computer, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to specify that the measuring and triggering device be associated 
with a measuring and control computer for enhancing the security of the case so that 
the measured parameters can be evaluated and the proper action taken, i.e. release the 
ink. and since the use of a computer for evaluating data from sensors is well known in 
the art. 

20. In regards to claim 10, although Lindskog does not specifically disclose that the 
valuables case is produced using a thermoplastic method, the examiner would like to 
point out that these limitations are process limitations relating to the method or process 
by which the device is being fabricated. Therefore, even though product-by-process 
claims are limited by and defined by the process, determination of patentability is based 
on the product itself. The patentability of a product does not depend on its method of 
production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the same as or obvious 
from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the prior product 
was made by a different process. Thus since Lindskog discloses the same final product 
as applicant, the claimed limitations are met 

21 . The examiner would also like to state that even though Lindskog does not 
specifically disclose that the valuables case is produced using a thermoplastic method, 
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it would have been witliin the level of one having ordinary skill In the art at the time the 
invention was made to form the device using a well known forming method and a well 
known set of materials, thermoplastics, since it has been held that forming a device 
using a well known method and well known material for a specific situation which 
wan'ants the use of the method and material involves only routine skill in the art. 

22. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lindskog (US-6564726) In view of Claesson et al. (US Pub. No. 2002/0033083 A1). 

23. In regards to claim 5-7, Landskog discloses the valuables case as applied to 
claim 1 above, having a sensor element 101 . but fails to disclose that the at least one 
vibration generator and/or the sensor element are in the fornn of a piezoactuator. 
Claesson et al. teaches an apparatus 23 including a system for controlling vibration a 
piezoactuator components 24, 25, 26, 27 that can generate and sense vibrations within 
the apparatus (Paragraph 28). Claesson et al. further teaches that the piezoactuator 
could be in the fomi of a piezofilm (Paragraph 45), and that the piezoactuator 
components cover the entire wall structure of the apparatus 23 (Figure 2). 

24. Since the specification of the sensor element disclosed by Lindskog as a 
piezoactuator for sensing vibrations within an apparatus would not affect the measuring 
and triggering device's ability to release the ink, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to specify that the sensor be 
a well known sensing means or piezoactuator for enhancing the reliability of the sensor 
element in detecting the vibrations and releasing the ink. Furthermore, since sensors, 
by their nature, can be placed in many different locations within an apparatus or device. 
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it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to specify that the sensor element be placed along the entire wall of the case 
to ensure that all and any vibrations are detected. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

25. Claim 4 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

26. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Ohnishi et al. (US Pub. No. 2003/01 16641 A1) discloses an 
apparatus using a piezoactuator to create and detect vibrations in a liquid. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alyson M. Merlino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2219. The examiner can nomnally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:30 - 
5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on (571) 272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 



For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Status infonnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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